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Title A SCHEDULER APPARATUS EMPLOYING A GOPHER 

AGENT THAT SENDS E-MAIL MESSAGES FOR USE 
IN A TELEVISION RECEIVER 

Examiner K. LIM 

Art Unit : 2153 



APPLICANT'S APPEAL BRIEF 

May It Please The Honorable Board: 

Applicant appeals the rejection of Claims 1-12 and 19-21 of the above- 
identified application in the Rejection mailed September 9, 2005 and request 
that such action be reversed. The $ 500.00 fee for filing this Appeal Brief is to 
be charged to Deposit Account 07-0832, for the Appeal Brief filed on August 
22, 2005. Applicant also requests a three-month extension under 37 C.F.R. 
1 .1 36(a) to file this brief from February 8, 2006. The fee for the extension is to 
be charged to the above mentioned Deposit Account, as well. 
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Please charge any additional fees or credit any overpayment to the 
above-identified Deposit Account. 

Applicant does not request an oral hearing. 

REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest, the Assignee, is: 

Thomson Licensing 

46 Quai Alphonse Le Gallo 

92648 Boulogne Cedex 

FRANCE 

RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no related appeals or interferences. 

STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-12 and 19-21 are rejected 
Claims 1-12 and 19-21 are appealed. 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

All amendments were entered and are reflected in the claims included 
in the Appendix I. 
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SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

System Claim 1 discloses an apparatus that provides a function of 
informing a user when a selected program will be aired by sending an 
electronic message to an e-mail address informing the user about such a 
broadcast. A memory unit is used to store the e-mail address (page 12, lines 
19-21, 415) which can be entered in by using a data entry means (page 5, 
lines 18-21 , 450). A control means is then programmed to search through 
channel guide listings to locate programming that matches user specified 
information (page 13, line 5 to page 14, line 8, 450). 

When the search is completed, the control means sends an electronic 
message to an e-mail address indicating the availability of a television 
programming matching such user specified information (page 13, lines 5 to 
page 14, line 8, 450). The system also includes an on-screen display that 
renders text and/or graphics related to the search (page 12, lines 17-19, 415) 
and a means for selecting a program for viewing (page 5, lines 18-21 , 450). 

System Claim 4 presents the additional features of having the 
apparatus proving a user instructions how to record a matching television 
program and how to notify a user of the availability of such a program via e- 
mail (page 14, lines 20 to page 15, lines 12, Fig. 7). 

System Claim 10 discloses an apparatus that provides a function of 
informing a user when a selected program will be aired by sending an 
electronic message to an e-mail address informing the user about such a 
broadcast. A memory unit is used to store the e-mail address and channel 
guide list information (page 12, lines 19-21, 415) which is searched during a 
search operation. The e-mail address can be entered in by using a data entry 
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means (page 5, lines 18-21 , 450) such as a remote control. A control means 
is then programmed to search through channel guide listings to locate 
programming that matches user specified information (page 13, line 5 to page 
14Jine8, 450). 

When the search is completed, the control means sends an electronic 
message"to'an e-rriail address indicating the availability of a television 
programming matching such user specified information (page 13, lines 5 to 
page 14, line 8, 450). The system also includes an on-screen display that 
renders text and/or graphics related to the search (page 12, lines 17-19, 415). 

Method Claim 1 1 discloses an apparatus that provides a function of 
informing a user when a selected program will be aired by sending an 
electronic message to an e-mail address informing the user about such a 
broadcast. A memory unit is used to store the e-mail address and channel 
guide list information (page 12, lines 19-21 , 415) which is searched during a 
search operation to locate programming that matches user specified 
information (page 13, line 5 to page 14, line 8, 450). When the search is 
completed, the control means sends an electronic message to an e-mail 
address indicating the availability of a television programming matching such 
user specified information (page 13, lines 5 to page 14, line 8, 450). 
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GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

(1) Whether the systems claimed in Claims 1-3, 5-9, and 19 Is 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) over Alten et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,396,546); 

(2) ~Whetherthe~systenri claimed in Claim 4 is unpatentable under 35 
U.S.C. §1 03(a) over Alten et al. (U.S. Patent 6,396,546); 

(3) Whether the systems claimed in Claims 10, 12, and 20 is 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) over Alten et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,396,546); 

(4) Whether the methods claimed in Claims 1 1 and 21 are 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) over Alten et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,396,546). 
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ARGUMENTS 

35 U.S.C. S 103(a) REJECTION OF SYSTEM CLAIMS 1-3, 5-9, and 19 

Reversal of the Rejection of Claims 1-3, 5-9, and 19 under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) over Alton et al. (U.S. Patent 6,396,546, hereafter 'Alton') is 
l^^ecffully requested for the followihgTeasons. 

The Applicant's invention in Claim 1 claims a system for searching 
through channel guide information for matching user-entered data, and 
sending "an electronic message to the user at the e-mail address to notify 
said user of an availability of said television program" in response to a 
successful search result. 

The Examiner in the rejection writes that, "while Alton et al. disclosed 
the electronic program scheduled system which included specific command 
icons that allowed a user to electronically communicate or interact with the 
system (e.g., Pay Per View Confirmation or request to order the movie, etc.), 
Alton et al. did not explicitly mention that this communication was done by the 
e-mail method," (Office Action, page 3). Hence the Examiner concludes that 
because "e-mail method for automatically or electronically passes back and 
forth information between users/computers through the computer network is a 
well-known feature in the art at the time the invention was made. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to the ordinary skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to recognize that such using e-mail to notify the user 
would have been obvious existed in Alton's cable system in order for the user 
to electronically communicate with the electronic program schedule system," 
(Office Action, pages 3-4). 
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Applicant notes that the Examiner bears the burden of establishing a 
prima facie case of obviousness and "can satisfy this burden only by showing 
some objective teaching in the prior art or that knowledge generally available 
to one of ordinary skill in the art would lead that individual to combine the 
relevant teachings of the references." In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1598 
(FedTClr. 1 9^'8)TTo'support~a'conclusiorrthat acclaimed combination is 
obvious, either: (a) the references must expressly or impliedly suggest the 
claimed combination to one of ordinary skill in the art, or (b) the examiner 
must present a convincing line of reasoning as to why a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would have found the claimed invention to have been obvious 
in light of the teachings of the references. Ex parte Clapp, 227 U.S.P.Q. 972, 
973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

In the rejection for Claim 1 , the Examiner has not established why one 
of the ordinary skill in the art would combine the system of Alten with an e- 
mail notification system as to indicate why "upon successful conclusion of 
said search, said control means sends an electronic message to the user at 
the e-mail address to notify said user of an availability of said television 
program". That is, the Examiner argues that because e-mail is well known, it 
is obvious to combine Alten with the features of e-mail, to anticipate the 
features of Claim 1 . This however is not the appropriate standard for an 
anticipation rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 

The Examiner must show "some objective teaching in the prior art or 
that knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art would 
lead that individual to combine the relevant teachings of the references" see 
In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596. This rationale is not disclosed or suggested in 
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the Examiner's rejection. 

Moreover, there is no disclosure or suggestion in Alten why e-mail 
would be used as a notification source "upon successful conclusion of said 
search, said control means sends an electronic message to the user at the e- 
mail address to notify said user of an availability of said television program" 
"as~claim'edTn ClairnT. For example, the Examiner cites to Fig. 24 in Alten as 
being similar to the claimed electronic message of Claim 1 indicating the 
availability of a television program. The pay per view confirmation of Fig. 24, 
however, is used for a different function, where the confirmation is used to 
confirm whether or not a user wants to order a specific movie, in this case 
"Passenger 57". This pay per view confirmation is not the same thing as 
"sending an electronic message to the user at the at an e-mail address to 
notify said user of an availability of said television program". 

Furthermore, the claim requires that the claimed e-mail of Claim 1 be 
sent "upon successful conclusion of said search". The search claimed in 
Claim 1 is a different operation than the ordering of a movie as shown in Figs. 
22 and 23 of Alten; as such an operation is to purchase a viewing of a movie. 
Additionally, Alten does not disclose or suggest why a user would want the 
results of purchasing a movie would or should be transmitted as e-mail to "an 
e-mail address" which in the manner suggested by the Examiner. A user 
would probably want to confirm the purchase of a movie at the time the movie 
was being purchased, versus having the results of such a confirmation 
transmitted to a remote e-mail address to an apparatus that exists away from 
a television system. 

The Examiner, in the Office Action, argues against the Applicant's 
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remarks that the use of e-mail with Alten is obvious because "using the e-mail 
for automatically or electronically passed back for information between 
users/computers through the computer network is a well known feature in the 
art at the time the invention was made". 

The Examiner cites to a section of Alten as supporting this conclusion. 
Specificallyrfhe~Exaunriiher w stream' can be transmitted on the 

cable line in any number of ways and those skilled in the art will understand 
that numerous transmission schemes may be used to transmit the data 
stream," (Alten, col. 7, lines 53-58). The paragraph to which the Examiner 
cites then discloses further ways a data provider, such as a broadcaster, may 
transmit a data stream, such as embedding the data stream in the vertical 
blanking interval of a program broadcast signal (Alten, col. 7, lines 58-63). 
This disclosure of Alten is based upon how a broadcaster or data provider 
can provide an input signal 1 1 to a receiver 12. This teaching of Alten has 
nothing to do with disclosing or suggestion how one could send an electronic 
message to a third party (either from a broadcaster or the receiver 12 based 
upon the results of a search) without applying hindsight analysis in view of the 
Applicant's invention (M.P.E.P. 2145). 

The Examiner answer to the Applicant's argument about the 
application of hindsight analysis to the rejection of the Claim 1 that the 
"Applicant is reminded not only are the teachings of the prior art taken Into 
consideration, but the level of the ordinary skill in the pertinent art. See In re 
Luck, 177 U.S.P.Q. 523 (C.C.P.A. 1973)," (Office Action, page 7). In such, 
the Applicant asserts that the Examiner has not established why one would 
want modify Alten to cause such a system to transmit a "program located" 
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notification to an e-mail address away from a television receiver, but for the 
elements listed in Claim 1 . 

For the foregoing reasons given above, Applicant asserts that Claim 1 
is patentable and requests that the Examiner reverse the rejection of this 
claim. Applicant also requests that the Examiner remove the rejection to 
"Claims"2~3; 5^9r and 1 9"^fonhe^ame reasons listed for"Claim 1. 
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35 U.S.C. § 103(a) REJECTION OF SYSTEM CLAIM 4 

Reversal of the Rejection of Claim 4 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) over 
Alten is respectfully requested for the following reasons. 

Claim 4 claims the elements of "after successful completion of each 
search include instructions to record said television program and instructions 
to notify the user of an availability of said television program by sending said 
electronic message to said user". The Examiner's rejection does not disclose 
or suggest all these claimed features as to establish a prima facie as required 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

In the rejection, the Examiner writes, "using the e-mail method for 
automatically or electronically passed information back and forth between 
users/computers through the computer network is a well known feature in the 
art at the time the invention was made. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
recognize that such using e-mail to notify the user would have been obvious 
existed in Alten's cable system in order for the user to electronically 
communicate with the electronic program schedule system," (Office Action, 
page 4). 

Applicant notes that this rejection neither discloses or suggests the 
claimed features of "after successful completion of each search include 
instructions to record said television program and instructions to notify the 
user of an availability of said television program by sending said electronic 
message to said user" as claimed in Claim 4. Or, why one of the ordinary 
skill in the art would modify Alten to display instructions for both recording a 
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skill in the art would modify Alten to display instructions for both recording a 
located television program and for notifying a user of the availability of a 
television program by sending an electronic message to an e-mail address, 
as claimed in Claim 4. 

For the foregoing reasons given above, Applicant asserts that Claim 4 
is^ateWtable'alTd'reque'sts reverse the rejection of this 

claim. 
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35 U.S.C. § 103(a) REJECTION OF SYSTEM CLAIMS 10, 12, and 20 

Reversal of the Rejection of Claims 10, 12, and 20 under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) over Alten is respectfully requested for the following reasons. 

The Applicant's invention in Claim 10 claims a system for searching 
lhrough"channel guide in^formation"for~m'atching user-entered data, and 
sending "an electronic message to the user at the e-mail address to notify 
said user of an availability of said television program" in response to a 
successful search result. 

The Examiner in the rejection writes that, "while Alten et al. disclosed 
the electronic program scheduled system which included specific command 
icons that allowed a user to electronically communicate or interact with the 
system (e.g.. Pay Per View Confirmation or request to order the movie, etc.) 
Alten et al. did not explicitly mention that this communication was done by the 
e-mail method," (Office Action, page 3). Hence the Examiner concludes that 
because "e-mail method for automatically or electronically passes back and 
forth information between users/computers through the computer network is a 
well-known feature in the art at the time the invention was made. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to the ordinary skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to recognize that such using e-mail to notify the user 
would have been obvious existed in Alten's cable system in order for the user 
to electronically communicate with the electronic program schedule system," 
(Office Action, pages 3-4). 

Applicant notes that the Examiner bears the burden of establishing a 
prima facie case of obviousness and "can satisfy this burden only by showing 
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some objective teaching in the prior art or that knowledge generally available 
to one of ordinary skill in the art would lead that individual to combine the 
relevant teachings of the references." In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1598 
(Fed. Cir. 1988). To support a conclusion that a claimed combination is 
obvious, either: (a) the references must expressly or impliedly suggest the 
"claimed comBirTa^tionlo one 6f"oixlirTary^kill in the art, "or (b) the examiner 
must present a convincing line of reasoning as to why a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would have found the claimed invention to have been obvious 
in light of the teachings of the references. Ex parte Clapp, 227 U.S.P.Q. 972, 
973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

In the rejection for Claim 10, the Examiner has not established why 
one of the ordinary skill in the art would combine the system of Alten with an 
e-mail notification system as to indicate why "upon successful conclusion of 
said search, said control means sends an electronic message to the user at 
the e-mail address to notify said user of an availability of said television 
program". That is, the Examiner argues that because e-mail is well known, it 
is obvious to combine Alten with the features of e-mail, to anticipate the 
features of Claim 10. This however is not the appropriate standard for an 
anticipation rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 

The Examiner must show "some objective teaching in the prior art or 
that knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art would 
lead that individual to combine the relevant teachings of the references" see 
In re Fine, 5 U.SP.Q.2d 1596. This rationale is not disclosed or suggested in 
the Examiner's rejection. 

Moreover, there is no disclosure or suggestion in Alten why e-mail 
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would be used as a notification source "upon successful conclusion of said 
search, said control means sends an electronic message to the user at the e- 
mail address to notify said user of an availability of said television program" 
as claimed in Claim 10. For example, the Examiner cites to Fig. 24 in Alton 
as being similar to the claimed electronic message of Claim 10 indicating the 
"a va i la b i I i ty'of "aTte levisib n p rog'ra m m i fig 7 ~T he pay per view confirmation of Fig. 
24, however, is used for a different function, where the confirmation is used to 
confirm whether or not a user wants to order a specific movie, in this case 
"Passenger 57". This pay per view confirmation is not the same thing as 
"sending an electronic message to the user at the at an e-mail address to 
notify said user of an availability of said television program". 

Furthermore, the claim requires that the claimed e-mail of Claim 10 be 
sent "upon successful conclusion of said search". The search claimed in 
Claim 10 is a different operation than the ordering of a movie as shown in 
Figs. 22 and 23 of Alton; as such an operation is to purchase a viewing of a 
movie. Additionally, Alton does not disclose or suggest why a user would want 
the results of purchasing a movie would or should be transmitted as e-mail to 
"an e-mail address" which in the manner suggested by the Examiner. A user 
would probably want to confirm the purchase of a movie at the time the movie 
was being purchased, versus having the results of such a confirmation 
transmitted to a remote e-mail address to an apparatus that exists away from 
a television system. 

The Examiner, in the Office Action, argues against the Applicant's 
remarks that the use of e-mail with Alton is obvious because "using the e-mail 
for automatically or electronically passed back for information between 
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users/computers through the computer network is a well known feature in the 
art at the time the invention was made". 

The Examiner cites to a section of Alton as supporting this conclusion. 
Specifically, the Examiner writes, "the data stream can be transmitted on the 
cable line in any number of ways and those skilled in the art will understand 
That numerous trahsrnission schemes m'ay beljsed to transmit the data 
stream," (Alten, col. 7, lines 53-58). The paragraph to which the Examiner 
cites then discloses further ways a data provider, such as a broadcaster, may 
transmit a data stream, such as embedding the data stream in the vertical 
blanking interval of a program broadcast signal (Alten, col. 7, lines 58-63). 
This disclosure of Alten is based upon how a broadcaster or data provider 
can provide an input signal 1 1 to a receiver 12. This teaching of Alten has 
nothing to do with disclosing or suggestion how one could send an electronic 
message to a third party (either from a broadcaster or the receiver 12 based 
upon the results of a search) without applying hindsight analysis in view of the 
Applicant's invention (M. P. E. P. 2145). 

The Examiner answer to the Applicant's argument about the 
application of hindsight analysis to the rejection of the Claim 10 is that the 
"Applicant is reminded not only are the teachings of the prior art taken into 
consideration, but the level of the ordinary skill in the pertinent art. See In re 
Luck, 177 U.S.P.Q. 523 (C.C.P.A. 1973)," (Office Action, page 7). In such, 
the Applicant asserts that the Examiner has not established why one would 
want modify Alten to cause such a system to transmit a "program located" 
notification to an e-mail address away from a television receiver, but for the 
elements listed in Claim 10. 
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For the foregoing reasons given above, Applicant asserts that Claim 10 
is patentable and requests that the Examiner reverse the rejection of this 
claim. Applicant also requests that the Examiner remove the rejection to 
Claims 12 and 20 for the same reasons listed for Claim 10. 
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35 U.S.C. § 103(a) REJECTION OF METHOD CLAIMS 11 and 21 

Reversal of the Rejection of Claims 1 1 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) over Alten is respectfully requested for the following reasons. 

The Applicant's invention in Claim 1 1 claims a method for searching 
'through"channel guide information for matching user-entered data, and 
sending "an electronic message to the user at the e-mail address to notify 
said user of an availability of said television program" in response to a 
successful search result. 

The Examiner in the rejection writes that, "while Alten et a|. disclosed 
the electronic program scheduled system which included specific command 
icons that allowed a user to electronically communicate or interact with the 
system (e.g., Pay Per View Confirmation or request to order the movie, etc.) 
Alten et al. did not explicitly mention that this communication was done by the 
e-mail method," (Office Action, page 3). Hence the Examiner concludes that 
because "e-mail method for automatically or electronically passes back and 
forth information between users/computers through the computer network is a 
well-known feature in the art at the time the invention was made. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to the ordinary skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to recognize that such using e-mail to notify the user 
would have been obvious existed in Alten's cable system in order for the user 
to electronically communicate with the electronic program schedule system," 
(Office Action, pages 3-4). 

Applicant notes that the Examiner bears the burden of establishing a 
prima facie case of obviousness and "can satisfy this burden only by showing 
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some objective teaching in the prior art or that knowledge generally available 
to one of ordinary skill in the art would lead that individual to combine the 
relevant teachings of the references." In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1598 
(Fed. Cir. 1988). To support a conclusion that a claimed combination is 
obvious, either: (a) the references must expressly or impliedly suggest the 
claimed combination to one of ordinary skill in the art, or (b) the examiner 
must present a convincing line of reasoning as to why a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would have found the claimed invention to have been obvious 
in light of the teachings of the references. Ex parte Clapp, 227 U.S.P.Q. 972, 
973 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

In the rejection for Claim 1 1 , the Examiner has not established why 
one of the ordinary skill in the art would combine the system of Alten with an 
e-mail notification system as to indicate why "upon successful conclusion of 
said search, said control means sends an electronic message to the user at 
the e-mail address to notify said user of an availability of said television 
program". That is, the Examiner argues that because e-mail is well known, it 
is obvious to combine Alten with the features of e-mail, to anticipate the 
features of Claim 1 1 . This however is not the appropriate standard for an 
anticipation rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 

The Examiner must show "some objective teaching in the prior art or 
that knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art would 
lead that individual to combine the relevant teachings of the references" see 
In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596. This rationale is not disclosed or suggested in 
the Examiner's rejection. 

Moreover, there is no disclosure or suggestion in Alten why e-mail 
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would be used as a notification source "upon successful conclusion of said 
search, said control means sends an electronic message to the user at the e- 
mail address to notify said user of an availability of said television program" 
as claimed in Claim 1 1 . For example, the Examiner cites to Fig. 24 in Alten 
as being similar to the claimed electronic message of Claim 10 indicating the 
^vailaBillty~of"a"televis^^ pay per view confirmation of Fig. 

24, however, is used for a different function, where the confirmation Is used to 
confirm whether or not a user wants to order a specific movie, in this case 
"Passenger 57". This pay per view confirmation is not the same thing as 
"sending an electronic message to the user at the at an e-mail address to 
notify said user of an availability of said television program". 

Furthermore, the claim requires that the claimed e-mail of Claim 11 be 
sent "upon successful conclusion of said search". The search claimed in 
Claim 10 is a different operation than the ordering of a movie as shown in 
Figs. 22 and 23 of Alten; as such an operation is to purchase a viewing of a 
movie. Additionally, Alten does not disclose or suggest why a user would want 
the results of purchasing a movie would or should be transmitted as e-mail to 
"an e-mail address" which in the manner suggested by the Examiner. A user 
would probably want to confirm the purchase of a movie at the time the movie 
was being purchased, versus having the results of such a confirmation 
transmitted to a remote e-mail address to an apparatus that exists away from 
a television system. 

The Examiner, in the Office Action, argues against the Applicant's 
remarks that the use of e-mail with Alten is obvious because "using the e-mail 
for automatically or electronically passed back for information between 
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users/computers through the computer network is a well known feature in the 
art at the time the invention was made". 

Examiner cites to a section of Alten as supporting this conclusion. 
Specifically, the Examiner writes, "the data stream can be transmitted on the 
cable line in any number of ways and those skilled in the art will understand 
that numerous transmissioh s^hemes maV be used to transmit the data 
stream," (Alten, col. 7, lines 53-58). The paragraph to which the Examiner 
cites then discloses further ways a data provider, such as a broadcaster, may 
transmit a data stream, such as embedding the data stream in the vertical 
blanking interval of a program broadcast signal (Alten, col. 7, lines 58-63). 
This disclosure of Alten is based upon how a broadcaster or data provider 
can provide an input signal 11 to a receiver 12. This teaching of Alten has 
nothing to do with disclosing or suggestion how one could send an electronic 
message to a third party (either from a broadcaster or the receiver 12 based 
upon the results of a search) without applying hindsight analysis in view of the 
Applicant's invention (M.P.E.P. 2145). 

The Examiner answer to the Applicant's argument about the 
application of hindsight analysis to the rejection of the Claim 1 1 that the 
"Applicant is reminded not only are the teachings of the prior art taken into 
consideration, but the level of the ordinary skill in the pertinent art. See In re 
Luck, 177 U.S.P.Q. 523 (C.C.P.A. 1973)," (Office Action, page 7). In such, 
the Applicant asserts that the Examiner has not established why one would 
want modify Alten to cause such a system to transmit a "program located" 
notification to an e-mail address away from a television receiver, but for the 
elements listed in Claim 1 1 . 
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For the foregoing reasons given above, Applicant asserts that Claim 1 1 
is patentable and requests that the Examiner reverse the rejection of this 
claim. Applicant also requests that the Examiner remove the rejection to 
Claim 21 for the same reasons listed for Claim 11. 
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CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, Appellant submits that the Examiner's rejection should be 
reversed as to Claims 1 -12 and 19-21 and that the application is held to be in 
condition for allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 




By 

Joel*M. Fogelson, Attorney 
Registration No. 43,61 3 
609/734-6809 



Patent Operations 

Thomson Multimedia Licensing, Inc. 

P.O. Box 5312 

2 Independence Way 

Princeton, New Jersey 08543 

May>^, 2006 
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APPENDIX I ■ APPEALED CLAIMS 

1. In a television system in which at least program title information for 
programs which are to be transmitted in the future is transmitted in advance 
to form a channel guide list, apparatus comprising: 

memory means for storing data representing said channel guide list 
and an e-mail address, said memory means storing user-entered data; 

data entry means for entering said user-entered data; 

control means for performing a search of said channel guide listing for 
a match to specific user-entered information; 

on-screen display means for displaying text or graphics under control 
of said control means; and 

means for selecting a television program for viewing; 

upon successful conclusion of said search, said control means sends 
an electronic message to the user at the e-mail address to notify said user of 
an availability of said television program. 

2. The apparatus of claim 1 wherein, when television program-descriptive text 
accompanies said channel guide list, said control means performs a search of 
said television program-descriptive text for a particular text string which may 
relate to title, star, director, or context of said television program. 
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3. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein, in response to user-entered data said 
control means controls said on-screen display means to display a list of user- 
entered search criteria, and user-entered instructions for execution after 
successful completion of each search. 

4. The apparatus of claim 3 wherein, said on-screen user-entered instructions 
for execution after successful completion of each search include instructions 
to record said television program and instructions to notify the user of an 
availability of said television program by sending said electronic message to 
said user. 

5. The apparatus of claim 1 wherein, said control means notifies said user of 
said availability of said television program by sending said electronic 
message to said user. 

6. The apparatus of claim 1 further including a remote control unit wherein, 
said user-entered data is entered by means of a screen displayed keyboard 
operated by selecting keys of said keyboard via cursor commands transmitted 
by said remote control unit. 

7. The apparatus of claim 1 wherein, said user-entered search criteria form 
logically-ORed search terms. 

8. The apparatus of claim 1 wherein, said user-entered search criteria form 
logically-ANDed search terms. 
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9. The apparatus of claim 1 wherein, said user-entered search criteria form 
logical compound statements employing logic operators, such as AND, OR, 
NOT, or XOR to logically-connect search terms. 

10. In a system in which at least program title information for television 
programs which are to be transTfiitted ih^the future is transmitted to form a 
channel guide list, apparatus comprising: 

memory means for storing both data representing said channel guide 
list and an e-mail address, said memory means storing user-entered data; 

data entry means for entering said user-entered data; 

control means for performing a search of said channel guide listing for 
a match to specific user-entered information; 

on-screen display means for displaying text under control of said 
control means; and 

upon successful conclusion of said search, said control means sends 
an electronic message to the e-mail address to notify said user of an 
availability of said television program. 
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1 1 . In a television system in which at least program title information for 
programs which are to be transmitted in the future is transmitted in advance 
to form a channel guide list, 

a television program searching method, comprising the steps of: 
storing in a memory means data representing said channel guide list, 
ajTe^maira"3d^ 

performing a search of said channel guide listing for a match to 
specific user-entered information; and 

upon successful conclusion of said search, sending an e-mail 
message to said e-mail address in response to a user request. 

12. The method of claim 10 wherein, when television program-descriptive text 
accompanies said channel guide list, including the further step of: 

performing a search of said television program-descriptive text 
for a particular text string which may relate to title, star, director, or context of 
said television program. 

19. The system of Claim 1, wherein said electronic message is an e-mail 
message. 

20. The system of Claim 10, wherein said electronic message is an e-mail 
message. 

21 . The method of claim 1 1 , wherein said user entered data is entered via a 
data entry means. 
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APPENDIX II -EVIDENCE 
None submitted 



Serial No. 09/748,952 29 PATENT 

Customer No. 24498 PU010001 



APPENDIX III - RELATED PROCEEDINGS 



None 



